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MODERN UNIVERSITIES IN A DIGITAL ENVIRONMENT 
 






Nowadays the digitalization of all aspects of our lives is becoming more and more general. 
This pattern is also true in case of modern institutions of higher education. In case of the 
operation of universities, we can identify a shift towards a growingly increasing approach, 
which is proactive strategic thinking done by university management. Many successful 
examples throughout the globe prove that universities may positively affect the level of 
economic development in given regions. This can happen with the collective presence of three 
key activities carried out by these institutions. Excellent education, successful research and 
embedment in the local economy are all necessary activities. It is recognized that without a 
proper knowledge management system, universities are less competitive. They need to possess 
outstanding IT-infrastructures, large databases and host professional forums that can 
enhance knowledge transfer. Thus, knowledge management and a vision for digitalization in 
the everyday lives of universities should be considered as an integral and inevitable part of 
university strategies. The study has two goals: It attempts to identify, how digitalization can 
contribute to the excellence of the first mission of universities and also examines the role of 
modern universities in activities that can enhance knowledge-transfer. 
 
Key words: knowledge management, third mission, modern universities, digitalization 
JEL codes: I20, I25, O30. 
 
Összefoglalás 
Napjainkban életünk számos aspektusára érvényesíthető a digitalizálódás. Ez a minta a 
modern felsőoktatási intézmények esetében is igaz. Az is észrevehető, hogy az egyetemek 
vezetése kapcsán egyfajta eltolódás mutatkozik meg a proaktív stratégiai gondolkodás 
követése felé. Több sikeres nemzetközi példa bizonyítja, hogy az egyetemek pozitív hatással 
lehetnek a helyi gazdaság fejlődésére adott régiókban, ez többnyire három kulcsfontosságú 
tevékenység magas szintű művelésének következménye. A kiváló oktatás, a hatékony kutatási 
tevékenység végzése mellett a helyi gazdaságba való beágyazódás mind szükséges feltételek 
ennek kapcsán. A megfelelő tudásmenedzsment rendszer megléte nélkül ma már az egyetemek 
kevésbé versenyképesek. Kitűnő IT-infrastruktúrával, nagy adatbázisokkal kell rendelkezniük, 
helyt kell adniuk különféle akadémiai, szakértői fórumoknak. A tudásmenedzsment, illetve a 
digitalizálódás trendjének felismerése integráns részét kell, hogy képezze az egyetemi 
stratégiáknak. Jelen tanulmány célja kettős: Egyrészt megkísérli azonosítani, hogy a 
digitalizálódás hogyan tud hozzájárulni a kiváló oktatási tevékenység realizálásához, 
másrészt pedig a modern egyetemek szerepét vizsgálja a tudástranszfer-tevékenység 
sikeresebbé tételében. 
 





Nowadays, our world is immensely digitized, the exchange of data and information is 
constant. Humanity has in possession of so much data that we can experience a unique 
paradox. As it is impossible to interpret all existing data, we are forced to filter this. We only 
process data that is important to us. The revelation of this set of important data is quite a 
challenge. Sometimes this isn’t even enough, as the method of the utilization of this data is 
also a crucial factor (Lang 2001). 
 
The art of this process can be considered as efficient knowledge and information 
management. Every knowledge management system has a purpose, which is mostly the 
assistance of decision making, promotion of cost-efficient processes and institutional 
strategies and also the introduction of new business models. As universities highly rely on 
sharing information and knowledge, the conscious operation of knowledge transfer activities 
is inevitable (Oprea 2011). 
 
As the competition among universities strengthens, and the connections between universities 
and business actors deepen, there is also a new trend that emerges. This is the spread of digital 
technologies in higher education. Besides traditional courses, there are many online or virtual 
courses that are available for the students. The traditional framework of education sometimes 
in not enough. Many universities aim towards the spread of experiential education, mainly to 
satisfy the needs and expectations of Generation Y and later on, Generation Z students 
(Plymouth 2014). 
 
University Generations and the Utilization of Knowledge 
 
Local embedment is even more and more emphasized during the everyday operation of 
modern universities, as new needs are emerging from economic and even social aspects. The 
university needs to potently react to the current trends. Recently there was a great number of 
changes in economic, financial and social circumstances that led to the fact that universities 
tend to explore their environments in a broader perspective. They also decided to be more 
committed to local economy and society. They are open to affiliate with innovation endeavors 
and local businesses. The formation of these types of universities is a result of an adaptive 
process. Adaptivity is a crucial feature, as there are numerous arrangements globally that 
requires effective adaptation skills [Clark 1998, Clark 2001). Clark (2001) and Chatterton and 
Goddard (2000) defined certain types of universities that have a decisive role when it comes 
to the dissemination and utilization of knowledge. 
 
The university of Clark (2001) possesses a more entrepreneurial perspective. This type is 
always striving after renewal and contemporaneity. The entrepreneurial university tends to be 
exploratory and has a strong identity. The basis of its operation is a management-oriented 
leadership and the exploitation of local characteristics. The attraction of knowledge and 
knowledge-workers is significant in this case, as this is the base of its development. 
 
Chatterton and Goddard (2000) describes regionally-engaged higher education institutions. 
Basically the authors allocate these institutions in learning regions. The learning process and 
the dynamic planning perspective has a great influence in these regions (Holbrook – Wolfe 
2002). This system is based on the formal or informal cooperation of certain networks 
(Florida 1995, pp. 533). Kitagawa (2005) believes that economic development relies on the 
conscious support of these formal and informal networks. The processes can be considered 
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effective if the knowledge transfer is clear among the stakeholders. In the long run, 
universities assist the progression of the development of the local society (Benneworth – 
Dawley 2005, Arbo – Benneworth 2007, Benneworth – Sanderson 2009). 
 
Regionally it is peculiar that the networks around universities are more and more appraised 
(Etzkowitz – Leydesdorff 2000, Etzkowitz 2002, B. Lengyel 2004, Etzkowitz 2008, 
Carayannis – Campbell 2012, Carayannis – Campbell 2014). When it comes to the analysis of 
the Triple Helix model, the significance of knowledge transfer is always emphasized. 
Universities as actors have great influence regarding regional economic and social 
development (Gibb et al. 2013). Besides the creation of workplaces, they are capable of 
attracting capital into the region. Also, their connections with the government are equally 
relevant (Imreh-Tóth – Lukovics 2014). 
 
We are able to adorn the original Diamond model of Porter into a university context. We can 
determine, what are the factors and features that help the university to be competitive 
(Lengyel 2000). The determinants are updated with new content. 
 
Regarding factor conditions, the most important from the aspect of the university are human 
resources and infrastructure. Here we can find those factors that are the basis of the 
universities’ competitiveness. It is determining, how inventive and resourceful the teachers, 
researchers and students are or for example what kind of IT solutions and infrastructures are 
present in the everyday life of the university. In connection with the transfer and utilization of 
knowledge, this is a truly significant determinant, as knowledge is basically a human 
construct (McDermott 1999). From the aspect of Wissema (2009), the actors of the first and 
second mission of universities are the catalysts of knowledge transfer processed (Hoq – Akter 
2012). 
 
Demand conditions mean demand towards all kind of university outputs. In harmony with the 
input side, it is important that on the output side we would find highly qualified, skilled 
graduates. Today, most of the (innovative) enterprises and companies search for graduates 
who have high problem-solving skills and are capable of solving weakly defined business 
issues on the market. 
 
Related and supporting industries describe all partners that have direct or indirect influence on 
the success of the university. Connecting with partners is crucial as the third mission of the 
universities is based on fruitful business relationships (Wissema 2009). 
 
In connection with firm strategy, structure and rivalry it is a requirement that the institutional 
documents should be written in accordance with the characteristics of the local region. This is 
crucial from the aspect of success. Based on the thoughts of Pawlowski (2009), this 
determinant can be connected to the concept of „fourth generation” universities, as in this case 
the short and long term strategies are equally and dominantly important. 
 
„Fourth Generation” Universities 
 
The publication of Pawlowski (2009) in this topic is considered a thought-provoking material. 
The author concluded that the most important differentiating characteristic of „fourth 
generation” universities is proactivity. With this the university aims to influence the economic 
and social changes locally, in accordance with the needs of knowledge-based society. The 
concept of “fourth generation” universities is different from the logic of the third generation 
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of universities, as in connection with prior, the university itself is a crucial actor in 
determining the potential development strategies of the region both from economic and social 
aspects, as strategic thinking is even more and more important in the age of digitalization and 
information technology. Universities need to be successful in positioning themselves on local, 
regional and global levels as well. 
 
The creation of highly qualified workforce, the marketing and utilization of innovations and 
the sustainment of dense cooperation networks is substantial (Lukovics – Zuti 2013, Lukovics 
– Zuti 2014). 
 
Based on the thoughts of Wissema (2009), currently the second big transition of universities 
takes place. Universities educate experts, scientists and entrepreneurs as well. Besides the 
three mission of universities, „fourth generation” universities consciously aim to develop 
local economy with in a future-oriented view. The university is simultaneously the catalyst 
and the engine of the economy. The „fourth generation” can be considered as a multilingual 
institution due to connections that are beyond county borders. The strategic and operative 
activities are carried out by a professional management where local experts also have a 
significant role (Lukovics – Zuti 2013, Lukovics – Zuti 2014). 
 
If we want to address the relation of different generations of universities with knowledge 
management, we can establish the following thoughts. In case of first generation universities, 
knowledge is “concrete and given”, meaning that people are educated based on material that 
has been existing for a long time (e. g. ancient philosophy, arts, history, mathematics, etc.). In 
case of second generation universities, this previously mentioned “concrete and given” 
knowledge becomes more and more questionable in the minds of researchers. They query the 
validity of previous results of researches. Researchers examine phenomena or facts from 
another perspective. Due to experiments, the boundaries of science are broadened. In case of 
third generation universities, there have been many discoveries and experiments, several 
topics have been examined from a great number of perspectives. The utilization of knowledge 
depends on the final user of the knowledge. In case of „fourth generation” universities we can 
examine that there are mainstream and alternative sciences simultaneously. The role of the 
university here is the minimization of obstacles in the dissemination of knowledge and the 
inspiration of the students, teachers, researchers. 
 
Based on our current knowledge regarding universities, we are able to gather the potential 
success factors of universities, which have two main pillars. The two mentioned pillars 
represent the activities of education-research and third-fourth mission respectively. In both 
cases, the potential success factors are represented, that contribute to the efficient operation of 
the university if determined properly (Lukovics – Zuti 2013, Lukovics – Zuti 2014, Oregon 
2009, QS 2012, Southampthon 2010, THE 2012). 
 
The first element of the education-research pillar is “internationalism/mobility”, which 
consists of the student and research associate dimensions. With internationalization, the 
mobility of students, both national and international, is supported. The second element of the 
education-research pillar is “education”. This consists of the educational portfolio (BA/BSc, 
MA/MSc, PhD programs and vocational trainings). The third element of the pillar is 
“research”, as this is one of the modern universities’ most fundamental activities. 
 
The first element of the third-fourth mission pillar is “transfers”. This can be broken down 
into two subgroups, namely knowledge transfer and technology transfer. Knowledge transfer 
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means the forwarding of tacit, while technology transfer means the forwarding of codified 
knowledge. The second element of the pillar is “connections”. We can separate internal and 
external connections. Internal connections on national level mean connections related to the 
actors of the Triple Helix model, while external connections are defined as international 
connections of the university-industry-government. For modern universities it is important 
that they have dense and deep network connections and innovational collaborations as well, 
since these may have a significant impact on the local economy. The third element of the 
pillar is the “adaptive structure and system”. This can be described as a flexible institutional 
framework of operations that aims towards the recognition and exploitation of the most 
significant characteristics of the local area. Basically this is the adaptation of a management-
focused leadership perspective. The fourth element of the third mission pillar is „services”. As 
a result of providing certain services like research opportunities or consultancy, universities 
are able to broaden their basis of income. Besides this advantage, it can also contribute to the 




In this study, we attempted to create a new framework of how universities work and 
characterize „fourth generation” universities. We also questioned the role of knowledge 
management in case of modern higher education institutions. Nowadays the effective 
development and advancement of universities is unimaginable, the knowledge management 
activities need to be integral part of these institutions in everyday life. The Diamond Model 
and university generations were also examined from the aspect of knowledge management. 
After this we introduced the virtual model of modern universities, which includes the 
potential success factors. The goal of the study was the examination and analysis of modern-
day universities and the inspiration towards new researches. This territory of research is quite 




Arbo, P. – Benneworth, P. (2007): Understanding the Regional Contribution of Higher 
Education Institutions: A Literature Review. Education Working Paper 9. OECD, Paris. 
Benneworth, P. – Dawley, S. (2005): Managing the University Third Strand Innovation 
Process? Developing Innovation Support Services in Regionally Engaged Universities. 
Knowledge, Technology, & Policy, 3, pp. 74–94. 
Benneworth, P. – Sanderson, A. (2009): The Regional Engagement of Universities: Building 
Capacity in a Sparse Innovation Environment. Higher Education Management and Policy, 1, 
pp. 131–148. 
Carayannis, E. G. – Campbell, D. F. J. (2012): Mode 3 Knowledge Production in Quadruple 
Helix Innovation Systems. Twenty-first-Century Democracy, Innovation, and 
Entrepreneurship for Development. SpringerBriefs in Business, 7, pp. 1–63. 
Carayannis, E. G. – Campbell, D. F. J. (2014): Developed democracies versus emerging 
autocracies: arts, democracy, and innovation in Quadruple Helix innovation systems. Journal 
of Innovation and Entrepreneurship, 1, pp. 23. 
Chatterton, P. – Goddard, J. (2000): The Response of Higher Education Institutions to 
Regional Needs. European Journal of Education, 4, pp. 475–496. 
Clark, B. R. (1998): Creating Entrepreneurial Universities: Organizational Pathways of 
Transformation. Pergamon, Oxford. 
 1074 
Clark, B. R. (2001): The Entrepreneurial University: New Foundations for Collegiality, 
Autonomy, and Achievement. Higher Education and Management, 2, pp. 9–24. 
Etzkowitz, H. (2002): The Triple Helix of University-Industry-Government. Implications for 
Policy and Evaluation. Science Policy Institute, Stockholm. 
Etzkowitz, H. (2008): The Triple Helix: Industry, University, and Government in Innovation. 
Routledge. New York. 
Etzkowitz, H., Leydesdorff, L. (2000): The dynamics of innovation: from national systems 
and “Mode 2” to a triple helix of university-industry-government relations. Research Policy, 
29, pp. 109–123. 
Florida, R. (1995): Toward the Learning Region. Futures, 5, pp. 527–536. 
Gibb, A. A. – Haskins, G. – Robertson, I. (2013): Leading the Entrepreneurial University: 
Meeting the Entrepreneurial Development Needs of Higher Education Institutions In 
Altmann, A. – Ebersberger, B. (eds.) Universities in Change, Innovation, Technology, and 
Knowledge Management, pp. 9–45. 
Holbrook, J. A. – Wolfe, D. A. (2002): Knowledge, Clusters and Regional Innovation: 
Economic Development in Canada. In Holbrook, J. A. – Wolfe, D. A. (eds.): Knowledge, 
Clusters and Learning Regions. School of Policy Studies, Queen's University. Kingston. 
Hoq, K. M. G. – Akter, R. (2012): Knowledge Management in Universities: Role of 
Knowledge Workers. Bangladesh Journal of Library and Information Science, 2, pp. 92–102. 
Imreh-Tóth M. – Lukovics M. (2014): Egyetemközpontú vállalkozásfejlesztés elmaradott 
térségben: negyedik generációs egyetemi funkciók? Marketing & Menedzsment, 2, pp. 43–56. 
Kitagawa, F. (2005): Entrepreneurial Universities and the Development of Regional Societies: 
A Spatial View of the Europe of Knowledge. Higher Education Management and Policy, 3, 
pp. 65–89. 
Lang, J. C. (2001): Managerial Concerns in Knowledge Management. Journal of Knowledge 
Management, 5,pp.  43–59. 
Lengyel B. (2004): Egyetem – gazdaság – kormányzat együttműködése: a Triple Helix modell 
a gyakorlatban. In Lengyel I. (eds.): A Szegedi Tudományegyetem lehetőségei a tudásalapú 
helyi gazdaságfejlesztésben. Kutatási háttéranyagok V. kötet. K+F és egyetemek az Európai 
Unióban, pp. 1–31. 
Lengyel I. (2000): Porter-rombusz: a regionális gazdaságfejlesztési stratégiák alapmodellje. 
Tér és Társadalom, 4, pp. 39–86. 
Lukovics, M. – Zuti, B. (2013): Successful universities towards the improvement of regional 
competitiveness: „Fourth Generation” universities. Paper presented at the “European Regional 
Science Association (ERSA) 53th Congress „Regional Integration: Europe, the Mediterranean 
and the World economy” 53th Congress of the European Regional Science Association, 
Palermo, Italy. 
Lukovics M. – Zuti B. (2014): Egyetemek a régiók versenyképességének javításáért: 
„negyedik generációs” egyetemek? Tér és Társadalom, 4, pp. 77–96. 
McDermott, R. (1999): Why Information Technology Inspired but Cannot Deliver 
Knowledge Management. California Management Review, 41, pp. 103–117. 
Melbourne (2010): Growing Esteem 2010. University of Melbourne, Victoria, Australia. 
 1075 
Oprea, M. (2011): A University Knowledge Management Tool for Academic Research 
Activity Evaluation. Informatica Economica, 15, pp. 58–71. 
Oregon (2009): Strategic Plan 2009-2013. Oregon State University, Corvallis Oregon, USA. 
Pawlowski, K. (2009): The ‘Fourth Generation University’ as a Creator of the Local and 
Regional Development. Higher Education in Europe, 1, pp. 51–64. 
Plymouth (2014): Digital with Plymouth University. Digital Strategy. Plymouth University. 
Plymouth, UK. 
QS (2012): Methodology: A simple overview of the QS World University Rankings. London, 
UK. 
Southampton (2010): Changing the World. The University Strategy. University of 
Southampton, Southampton, UK. 
THE (2012): THE Global Rankings: Change for the better. Times Higher Education World 
University Rankings. London, UK. 
Wissema, J. G. (2009): Towards the third generation university. Managing the university in 




Dr. Miklós Lukovics PhD 
associate professor 
University of Szeged Faculty of Economics and Business Administration 





University of Szeged Faculty of Economics and Business Administration 




SZERZŐK JEGYZÉKE / LIST OF AUTORS 
 
Adamowicz, Mieczysław, 17 
Áldorfai György, 37 
Alföldy-Boruss, Márk, 45 
Almádi Bernadett, 53 
Al-Sabai, Abdulghani, 29 
Ambrus Andrea, 59 
Ambrusz József, 845 
Andrzejczyk, Angelika, 67 
Apáti Ferenc, 987 
Babocsay Gergely, 897 
Baglyas Ferenc, 77, 83 
Bágyi Andrea, 89 
Bakos Izabella Mária, 99, 555 
Bakosné Böröcz Mária, 107, 709, 1471 
Bakos-Tóth Eszter, 115 
Balázs Ferenc, 121 
Bálint Csaba, 131, 139 
Balla Emese, 147 
Baranyai Zsolt, 157, 955 
Baranyi Aranka, 115, 167 
Bárdi-Szeberényi Rita, 1123 
Bata Miléna, 177 
Bekő László, 59 
Bélteki Ildikó, 1447 
Bene Andrea, 183 
Benedek Andrea, 191, 313, 1509 
Benkő Béla, 235 
Bezzeg Enikő, 1333 
Bharti, Nalin, 975 
Boda Endre, 1561 
Borbély András, 201, 211 
Borbély Csaba, 219 
Brambauer Zsolt, 235 
Brohm, Daniel, 227, 547 
Bujdosó Zoltán, 235, 355 
Burai Péter, 59 
Czabadai Lilla, 245, 1289 
Czimbalmos Róbert, 931 
Csegődi Tibor László, 253 
Csehi Barbara, 1569 
Csehné Papp Imola, 265, 273 
Csernák József, 655, 887, 897 
Csugány Julianna, 281, 291 
Danyi-Boll Anikó, 299, 305, 495 
Demszky Alma Míra, 191, 313 
Dinya László, 323 
Dobák, Dušan, 1369 
Dóka László, 337 
Domán Szilvia, 345 
Domjánné Nyizsalovszki Rita, 355 
Domurath, Nico, 227, 365, 547 
Dömötör Ildikó, 373 
Duong Van, Thinh, 381 
Dupcsák Zsolt, 391 
Erdeiné Késmárki-Gally Szilvia, 401 
Faragó Boglárka, 409 
Fári Miklós, 801 
Ferencz Árpád, 417, 427 
Filipiak, Tadeusz, 433 
Florkowski, Wojciech J., 1617 
Fodor Edina, 459 
Fodor László, 467, 681, 1447 
Fodor-Borsos Eszter, 443, 451 
Fodorné Fehér Erika, 1447 
Fogarasi József, 1105 
Friedrich László, 1207, 1561, 1569 
Futó Zoltán, 1425 
Gábor Ágnes, 1463 
Gácsi Roland, 1463 
Gál Richárd, 477 
Gálné Czékus Ildikó, 1183 
Garamvölgyi Judit, 485 
Gáspár Andrea, 305, 495 
Gębska, Monika, 573 
Gerencsér Ilona, 511, 519 
Gergely Sándor, 527, 537 
Giurgiu, Radu Mircea, 547 
Gódor Amelita Kata, 555, 563 
Gołębiewska Barbara, 573 
Gombkötő Nóra, 581, 773 
Gubacsi Franciska, 589, 597 
Guzal-Dec, Danuta, 605 
Gyenge Balázs, 1585 
Györgyi Gyuláné, 615 
Hadházy Ágnes, 623, 673 
Hágen István Zsombor, 631, 1537 
Hajdú Dávid, 639, 647 
Hambálková Maria, 1369 
Hegedűs Szilárd, 655 
Hegyi Judit, 581, 665, 773 
Henzsel István, 615, 623, 673 
Herczeg Béla, 681 
 1703 
Herczeg Boglárka, 1471 
Hernádvölgyi Andrea, 691 
Holló Ervin, 699 
Hordós-Nagy Zsuzsa, 537 
Horváth Bálint, 107, 709 
Horváth Mónika Kitti, 715 
Horváthné Fábián Mirtyll, 947 
Hüvely Attila, 725, 1647 
Illés Balázs, 733 
Ivolga, Anna, 743 
Jámbor Attila, 757, 765 
Janurikné Soltész Erika, 905 
Járeb Ottmár, 905 
Kacz Károly, 581, 773 
Kálmán Ákos, 783 
Kalmár Sándor, 581, 773 
Kamińska, Natalia, 869 
Káposzta József, 563, 1133 
Kaprinyák Tünde, 793, 801 
Kerekesné Mayer Ágnes, 355, 1007 
Kertai-Kiss Ildikó, 809 
Keszi-Szeremlei Andrea, 947 
Kicska Tibor, 817 
Kisari Krisztián, 827 
Kispál Gabriella, 835 
Kiss Ádám Gergő, 451, 855 
Kiss Alida, 845 
Kiss Róbert, 931 
Kisvarga Szilvia, 863, 1623 
Klepacka, Anna M., 869, 1617 
Kohut Ildikó, 863 
Koncz Gábor, 589, 597, 639, 647, 691, 887, 
1191 
Konecsny Jenő, 877 
Korcz Roland, 887, 897 
Kovács Bernadett Katalin, 459 
Kovács Cintia, 905 
Kovács Evelin, 913 
Kovács Gábor, 923 
Kovács Gyöngyi, 355 
Kovács Györgyi, 931 
Kovács Kristóf, 409 
Kovács Péter, 939 
Kovács Tamás, 947 
Kovács Zoltán, 955 
Koval, Oksana, 1089 
Kozma Tímea, 1585, 1597 
Kőszegi Irén Rita, 965 
Kumar, Chandan, 975 
Kurmai Viktória, 987 
Ladányi Krisztina, 997 
Lagerqvist, Bosse, 1215 
Lakatos Márk, 1007 
Láng Dávid, 1207 
Láposi Réka, 467 
Lászlók Anett, 1017 
Lelesz Judit Éva, 1025 
Lenart-Gansiniec, Regina, 1033 
Lendvay Endre, 1043 
Liebmann Lajos, 1655 
Lipták Katalin, 1051 
Lorencowicz, Edmund, 1059 
Lukovics Miklós, 1069 
Maciejczak, Mariusz, 1077 
Madai Hajnalka, 1519 
Marciniák Róbert, 1089 
Marosi Ildikó, 1097 
Marselek Sándor, 391, 631, 1499, 1537 
Mioduszewski, Jarosław, 1315 
Miskó Krisztina, 1105 
Molnár Szilvia, 1111 
Mucsics F. László, 691, 1123 
Nábrádi András, 1545 
Nádasdy Ferenc, 947 
Nagy Adrienn, 1133, 1141 
Nagy Éva, 1025 
Nagy Henrietta, 1141, 1149 
Nagy Péter Tamás, 1157, 1167 
Nagy Zoltán, 1007 
Nagy-Kovács Erika, 1175, 1183 
Nagyné Demeter Dóra, 1191 
Némedi Kollár Kitti, 1199 
Németh Csaba, 1207, 1561, 1569 
Némethy Sándor, 1215 
Novák Dávid István, 1647 
Oláh András Béla, 1225 
Oláh Izabella, 1231, 1237 
Oláh János, 1519 
Oláh Judit, 1245 
Palencsár Vivien, 691 
Pallás Edith, 1255, 1263 
Pántya Róbert, 1123 
Pap Anna, 1271 
Pásztor Márta Zsuzsanna, 1279 
Péli László, 1199, 1289 
Pető István, 1279 
 1704 
Pető Judit, 725 
Pieńczuk, Ewelina, 869 
Pitlik László, 715 
Poplawski, Lukasz, 1297 
Posza Barnabás, 219 
Potocskáné Kőrösi Anita, 1307 
Przygodzka, Renata, 1315 
Quan, Gan, 709 
Radnics Péter, 1207 
Ragoncsa Zoltán, 1499 
Réthy István, 1325, 1333 
Rezsabek Tamás, 1341 
Ritter Krisztián, 1349, 1359 
Rovný, Patrik, 1369 
Rudnák Ildikó, 273, 485 
Sadowski, Adam, 1379 
Salamon Bertold, 1561 
Sándor Krisztina, 1389 
Sárvári Mihály, 939 
Schröder, Fritz-Gerald, 365, 547 
Sidlovitcsné Tóth Ildikó, 167 
Siedlecka, Agnieszka, 1397 
Sinka Anett, 1405 
Spindler Zsolt, 1415 
Stion Zsuzsa, 923 
Surányi Szilvia, 1425 
Szabó G. Gábor, 157, 955 
Szakács Attila, 1433 
Szakács Zsolt, 1433 
Szeberényi András, 519, 1441 
Szegedi László, 1447 
Szerletics Ákos, 1455 
Szőke Brigitta, 1463 
Szőke Linda, 1471 
Szőllősi László, 1479 
Szűcs Antónia, 1489 
Szűcs Csaba, 1499 
Szűcs István, 997 
Takács István, 1509 
Takács Marianna, 1519 
Takácsné György Katalin, 1527 
Tamus Antalné, 345 
Tánczos Tamás, 291 
Taralik Krisztina, 89 
Tégla Zsolt, 631, 1537 
Tillyné Mándy Andrea, 863 
Tobak Júlia, 1545 
Topa Zoltán, 1553 
Tóth Ádám, 681 
Tóth Adrienn, 1207, 1561, 1569 
Tóth László, 887, 897 
Tóth Orsolya, 1577 
Tóth Róbert, 1585, 1597 
Tóth Tamás, 139, 1231 
Török Áron, 757 
Troján Szabolcs, 665 
Trukhachev, Alexander, 743 
Túróczi Imre, 1607 
Urbánné Malomsoki Mónika, 1149, 1237 
Us, Anna, 1617 
Varga Erika, 1263 
Vas Zoltán, 345 
Vásáry Miklós, 765, 1629 
Vasas Joachim, 1623 
Vincze Judit, 581, 665, 773 
Virág Ágnes, 1639 
Vojnich Viktor, 725, 1647 
Wachtler István, 681 
Walas, Bartlomiej, 1215 
Zakár Tivadar, 1655 
Zeke Ildikó, 1569 
Zéman Zoltán, 1433, 1463 
Zörög Zoltán, 1665 
Zuti Bence, 1069 
Zwolińska-Ligaj, Magdalena, 1675 
Zsarnóczky Martin, 1685, 1693 
 
